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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This is in response to the Amendment (paper #21 ) filed on 2/6/2004. Claims 1 - 
20 are presented for examination. 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the 
various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were 
made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 
37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not 
commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

3. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
West et al. US pat. No.6,081 ,508 in view of Blakeley et al., US pat. No.5,563,878. 

As to claim 1 , West discloses a method for multicasting a retrieval request 
message to more than one of a plurality of mobile agents comprising the steps of: 
receiving a packet comprising a retrieval request message and preferential 
destination for said retrieval request as designated by a user (i.e., local computer 100 
fig. 1 can be used as mobile agent, see col.1 lines 22-6) (i.e., using Access 550 to 
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retrieve user-specific information from a local database, see col. 12 line 24 to col. 13 line 
30), 

dynamically creating a list of destinations (user can choose from a "pull down" list 
of names and pressing a "more' button to view information related to the connections) 
for responding to said retrieval request, said list comprising more than one of said 
plurality of mobile request handling agent (local computer 1 10 fig. 1) to whom said 
message is to be sent, by referring to said retrieval request and sending said list to the 
mobile handling agent as determined as destinations for responding to said request 
(see figs., 3 and 18, abstract, col.4 line 56 to col. 5 line 56, col. 7 line 13 to col .8 line 60 
and col.25 line 3 to col .26 line 65). 

West further teaches that the computer system can be used for additional mobile 
users (mobile workers, see col.1 lines 22-65) or pluralities or plurality of users in 
response to said retrieval request (1805a, 1805b, 1805c of fig.20) (i.e., startup of 
operation of a delivery system of delivery users, see figs. 1 9, 20, col .25 line 58 to 
col .28 line 7 and col .29 line 9 to col .30 line 57). 

West does not specifically disclose a non-address destination information in the 
message. However, Blakeley discloses using a non-address destination information in 
the message [i.e., using a non-address field (AgentParm) is included in the NAPS 
element to assist in both routing and processing of the message, see abstract, fig.6, 
col.1 1 lines 8-46 and col. 12 line 13 to col. 14 line 42]. It would have been obvious to one 
of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement 
Blakeley's teachings into the computer system of West to enhance routing flexible types 
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of messages in a communication networks because it would have ensured the 
forwarding of a message to the appropriate destination even the original station does 
not know the address of the ultimate destination and allowed users to specify significant 
variables in the route editing facility (see Blakeley's col.2 lines 43-56 and col. 14 lines 
32-42). 

As to claims 2 and 3, West discloses using priority messaging policy data defining 
priorities of agents to which said message can be sent with different types (i.e., using a 
distributed security policy based on levels of rings, levels or trust to delivery multicast 
messages, see fig. 18, abstract, col .24 line 48 to col .26 line 37 and co1.27 line 25 to 
col. 28 line 65). 

As to claim 4, West further discloses messaging policy data defines the number of 
agents, which receive the message for each type of message (i.e., defining access 
points, see co1.5 line 17 to co1.6 line 58 and co1.7 line 13 to co1.8 line 56). 

As to claim 5, West discloses using priorities of agents defined in said messaging policy 
data and pairs of agent names and priorities included in said preferential destination 
information to determine destination agents from an agent having highest priority (i.e., 
distributing security based on levels, rings or trust, see fig.6, co1.10 line 55 to col. 11 line 
65, col. 17 lines 10-53 and col.25 line 3 to co1.26 line 65). 
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As to claim 6, West discloses sending information concerning agents which are not 
determined as destination agents and said message to a representative agent which 
represents agents to which said message can be sent (see col. 17 line 10 to col .19 line 
21 and col .20 line 6 to col.21 line 55). 

As to claim 7, West discloses sending information concerning agents which are not 
determined as destination agents and said message to a representative agent which 
represents agents to which said message can be sent (see col .17 line 10 to col. 19 line 
21 and col .20 line 6 to col .21 line 55). 

As to claim 8, West discloses a representative agent generating a response message 
for a source agent of a message, by referring to information from pre-registered agents 
to which said message can be sent (see figs.6 and 18, col .10 line 55 to col. 11 line 65, 
co1.17 lines 10-53 and col.25 line 3 to co1.26 line 65). 

As to claim 9, West discloses a representative agent generates a response message for 
a source agent of a message, by referring to information from pre-registered agents to 
which said message can be sent (see figs.6 and 18, co1.10 line 55 to col.1 1 I line 65, 
co1.17 lines 10-53 and co1.25 line 3 to col.26 line 65). 

As to claim 10, West further discloses a computer comprising: 
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an execution environment for a mobile request handling agents (local computer 
1 10 fig. 1 can be used as a mobile worker, see col.1 lines 22-65 and col. 25 line 3 to col. 
26 line 65). 

dynamically creating a list of destinations (user can choose from a "pull down" list 
of names and pressing a "more' button to view information related to the connections), a 
message monitor for receiving a packet comprising a retrieval request message and 
preferential destination information designated by a user (100 fig. 1) (i.e., using Access 
550 to retrieve user-specific information from a local database, see col. 12 line 24 to 
col. 13 line 30), from an agent being active in the execution environment, determining to 
which mobile agents (i.e., 1 10 fig. 1 can be used as mobile worker, see col.1 lines 22-6) 
a message is to be sent, by referring to said retrieval request and preferential 
destination information and then sending said message to the agents determined as 
destinations (see figs:, 3 and 18, abstract, col.4 line 56 to col. 5 line 56, col. 7 line 13 to 
col .8 line 60 and col.25 line 3 to col .26 line 65). 

West further teaches that the computer system can be used for additional users 
or pluralities or plurality of mobile users (mobile workers, see col.1 lines 22-65) in 
response to said retrieval request (1805a, 1805b, 1805c of fig.20) (i.e., startup of 
operation of a delivery system of delivery users, see figs. 19, 20, col .25 line 58 to 
col .28 line 7 and col .29 line 9 to col .30 line 57). 

West does not specifically disclose a non-address destination information in the 
message. However, Blakeley discloses using a non-address destination information in 
the message [i.e., using a non-address field (AgentParm) is included in the NAPS 
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element to assist in both routing and processing of the message, see abstract, fig.6, 
col.1 1 lines 8-46 and col. 12 line 13 to col. 14 line 42]. It would have been obvious to one 
of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement 
Blakeley's teachings into the computer system of West to process a plurality of different 
packet communication networks because it would have ensured the forwarding of 
message to the appropriate destination even the original station does not know the 
address of the ultimate destination. 

Claims 1 1-14 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 2, 5, 6 and 7 
respectively. 

Claims 15-18 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 1 , 2, 6 and 7 
respectively. 

As to claims 19 and 20, West discloses a method for multicasting a message to agents, 
comprising: 

receiving a retrieval request message and preferential destination information 
designated by a user (i.e., using Access 550 to retrieve user-specific information from a 
local database, see col. 12 line 24 to col. 13 line 30). 

dynamically creating a list of destinations (user can choose from a "pull down" list 
of names and pressing a "more" button to view information related to the connections) 
for responding to said retrieval request determining to which mobile handling agent said 
message is to be sent, by referring to a messaging policy data defining priorities of 
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mobile agents (mobile workers, see col.1 lines 22-65) to which said message can be 
sent and sending said message to the handling agents to whom said message is to be 
sent by referring to a preferential destinations (i.e., using a distributed security policy 
based on levels of rings, levels or trust to delivery multicast messages, see figs. 1 , 3 
and 18, abstract, col.4 line 56 to co1.5 line 56, co1.7 line 13 to co1.8 line 60 and col.25 
line 3 to col .26 line 65). 

West further teaches that the computer system can be used for additional mobile user 
or pluralities or plurality of mobile users in response to said retrieval message (1805a, 
1 805b, 1805c of fig.20) (i.e., startup of operation of a delivery system of delivery users, 
see figs. 19, 20, col.25 line 58 to co1.28 line 7 and co1.29 line 9 to co1.30 line 57). 
West does not specifically disclose a non-address destination information in the 
message. However, Blakeley discloses using a non-address destination information in 
the message [i.e., using a non-address field (AgentParm) is included in the NAPS 
element to assist in both routing and processing of the message, see abstract, fig. 6, 
col.1 1 lines 8-46 and col. 12 line 13 to col. 14 line 42]. It would have been obvious to one 
of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement 
Blakeley's teachings into the computer system of West to process a plurality of different 
packet communication networks because it would have ensured the forwarding of 
message to the appropriate destination even the original station does not know the 
address of the ultimate destination. 
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Response to Arguments 



4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-20 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



5. Claims 1-20 are rejected. 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Conclusion 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khanh Dinh whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
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8528. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 A.m. 
to 5:00 P.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess, can be reached on (703) 305-4792. The fax phone 
number for this group is (703) 872-9306. 

A shortened statutory period for reply is set to expire THREE months from the 
mailing date of this communication. Failure to response within the period for response 
will cause the application to become abandoned (35 U.S. C . Sect. 133). Extensions of 
time may be obtained under the provisions of 37 CFR 1. 136(A). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703)305-9600. / 




Khanh Dinh 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2151 
4/7/2004 



